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8VLQJWKHµ2OG/DZ¶LQ7ZHOIWK-Century 
Decretal Collections 
Danica Summerlin 
 
The years surrounding 1140 represent one of the most repeatedly-observed breaks in the 
history of canon law. Scholars focus, by and large, on collections compiled either before or 
after 1140 although there are as always exceptions who focus more broadly on the period 
1100 to 1250. Nevertheless, the idea that 1140 marked the end of something old and the 
beginning of something new remains fundamental to narratives of legal change in the Middle 
Ages. From the nineteenth century to the present, the pivot for this moment of change has 
EHHQWKHDSSHDUDQFHDQGGLVVHPLQDWLRQRI*UDWLDQ¶VDecretum, in one of its many versions. 
*UDWLDQ¶VFROOHFWLRQDQGLWVHIIHFWVKDYHEHHQUHIHUUHGWRDVFULWLFDOWRXQGHUVWDQGLQJKRZDQG
why law changed. With a renewed interest in earlier collections evident over the last thirty 
years now is the time to ask how the later-twelfth century collections can be assimilated into 
WKHQHZQDUUDWLYHWKDWLVDSSHDULQJIROORZLQJ$QGHUV:LQURWK¶VVKDNH-up of work on Gratian 
in the mid-1990s.1 
Most of the studies in this volume have looked at the period leading up to 1140, or have taken 
a broader, more general approach. Instead, I want to ask a very specific question: how 
significant was the change that affected the sources of canonical collections compiled in the 
period 1140 to 1234? To adopt a cliché, any chosen end-point has to be accompanied by a 
subsequent beginning, and a fundamental part of any argument positing Gratian as a critical 
pivot and the end of an old era presupposes that what followed was something new and 
different. That idea of Gratian as a major turning point, and in particular the catalyst for 
fundamental change, rests on a mixture of different rationales and reasonings. The most 
succint, enunciated by Landau, noted three fundamental reasons for the importance of the 
Decretum Gratiani: its ability to witness the depth and quality of contemporary intellectual 
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1$QGHUV:LQURWK7KH0DNLQJRI*UDWLDQ¶V'HFUHWXP&DPEULGJH6WXGLHVLQ0HGLHYDO/LIHDQG7KRXJKW
)RXUWK6HULHV&DPEULGJH 
horizons, the role that the Decretum played in distinguishing canon law in Latin Christendom 
from its eastern relative, and the longue durée of a collection which directly shaped a legal 
tradition. By using dicta DQGGLDOHFWLF*UDWLDQFRQWULEXWHGWRWKHIRUPDWLRQRIµDQHZOHJDO
VFLHQFH¶2 In this, and implicitly, Landau was building on a simpler point: that the Decretum 
came to be quickly incorporated into the teaching curriculum of the schools, as shown by the 
speed with which glosses and summae appeared, and thus shaped the thought of the men who 
used it. Charles Duggan also saw the Decretum¶VLPSRUWDQFHLQWHUPVRILWVHYHQtual 
influence. In contrast to Landau, however, and perhaps influenced by a general distaste for 
Whig history present in post-war Anglophone academia, Duggan was more interested in the 
after-effects of the Decretum¶VDSSHDUDQFH+HVWUHVVHGWKDW³WKHDFDGHmic success of 
*UDWLDQ¶VFRPSHQGLXP>«] created the conditions for, and encouraged the emergence of, the 
so-FDOOHGµQHZODZ¶µLXVQRYXP¶EDVHGRQFXUUHQWSDSDOGHFLVLRQVDQGFRQFLOLDUGHFUHHV´3 
Duggan and Landau, however, also show a more fundamental disjuncture: trained in law, 
/DQGDX¶VDUJXPHQWEXLOGVRQDlongue durée interpretation of legal history, while Duggan, 
who was interested particularly in medieval English history, focussed on different aspects of 
the Decretum¶VVWRU\4 
This study takes an unashamedly historical focus in investigating one of the after-effects of 
the Decretum¶VSRSXODULW\DQGLQSDUWLFXODUWKHRQHZKLFKKDVUHFHLYHGWKHPRVWDWWHQWLRQ
and, according to much traditional scholarship, had the greatest impact: the upsurge in the 
importance of papal decretals in medieval canon law, and the appearance of the decretal 
collections. It asks whether these presented something new and innovative in the context of 
earlier canon law. All too often, the framing of this question leaves much to be desired: 
&KDUOHV'XJJDQZKRXVHGWKHWHUPµQHZODZ¶µLXVQRYXP¶IUHTXHQWO\QHYHUH[SODLQHG
where it came from and precisely why it became so critical, although he did at least make his 
definition clear. The first, and inevitably longest, section therefore focusses on the 
historiographical interpretations of the later-twelfth century collections, and particularly upon 
                                                 
23HWHU/DQGDX³*UDWLDQDQGWKH'HFUHWXP*UDWLDQL´LQ7KH+LVWRU\RI0HGLHYDO&DQRQ/DZLQWKH&ODVVLFDO
3HULRG)URP*UDWLDQWRWKH'HFUHWDOVRI3RSH*UHJRU\,;HG:LOIULHG+DUWPDQQDQG.HQQHWK3HQQLQJWRQ
+LVWRU\RI0HGLHYDO&DQRQ/DZ:DVKLQJWRQ'&SS±DWSS± 
3&KDUOHV'XJJDQ³'HFUHWDO&ROOHFWLRQVIURP*UDWLDQ¶V'HFUHWXPWRWKH&RPSLODWLRQHVDQWLTXDH7KH0DNLQJ
RIWKH1HZ&DVH/DZ´LQ7KH+LVWRU\RI0HGLHYDO&DQRQ/DZLQWKH&ODVVLFDO3HULRG)URP*UDWLDQWRWKH
'HFUHWDOVRI3RSH*UHJRU\,;HG:LOIULHG+DUWPDQQDQG.HQQHWK3HQQLQJWRQ+LVWRU\RI0HGLHYDO&DQRQ
/DZ:DVKLQJWRQ'&SS±DWS 
4
 Something similar can be said for the debates surrounding marriage law under Alexander III, summarized for 
H[DPSOHLQ&KDUOHV'RQDKXH³-RKDQQHV)DYHQWLQXVRQ0DUULDJH´LQMedieval Church Law and the Origins of 
the Western Legal Tradition: A Tribute to Kenneth Pennington, ed. Wolfgang P. Müller and Mary E. Sommar 
(Washington, D.C., 2006), pp. 179±97, at p. 195. 
the process by which they came to be seen, by scholars of canon law and more broadly, as 
representing an entirely new formulation of law that appeared only after the widespread 
dissemination of the Decretum from 1140. The second segment looks at the decretal 
FROOHFWLRQV¶GHYHORSPHQWEHIRUHILQDOO\PRYLQJRQWRDEURDGDQDO\VLVRIWKHFROOHFWLRQVen 
masse, using them to investigate how far collections known to have been compiled after 
c.1140 were composed principally of later texts. As the starting point for a longer and more 
detailed investigation, it is necessarily brief yet wide-ranging; nevertheless, it hopefully 
represents a step toward a new appraisal of later-twelfth century canonical collections. 
I. Gratian as a Pivot, and the Appearance of the Decretal Collections after 
c.1160 
It is fairly well established that texts formalised in the years before 1140 continued to be used 
in the years that followed. Aside from the Decretum itself, which contained thousands of 
earlier texts, other collections continued to be seen as useful: many of the paleae added into 
later-twelfth century copies were taken directly or indirectly from Burchard of WRUPV¶
Decretum, while at least one copy of Burchard was copied after 1150.5 Around a third of 
surviving Panormia manuscripts were copied after the mid-twelfth century, and some of 
these have gloss references to Gratian.6 In studies on the twelfth-century decretal collections, 
however, references to these earlier texts are limited. Peter Landau demonstrated how certain 
decretal collections and some of the summae borrow extensively from earlier collections, but 
his studies remain brief introductions to the problem.7 As only two decretal collections have 
EHHQHGLWHGVLQFHWKHSXEOLFDWLRQRI+ROW]PDQQ¶VQRWHVLQDQGWKHLQWHUYHQLQJSHULRG
has seen a deepening of interest in canon law before 1140, the earlier absence of serviceable 
editions of pre-Gratian collections provides one explanation for this lacuna.8 Yet the very 
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*HEXUWVWDJJHZLGPHW´=HLWVFKULIWGHU6DYLJQ\6WLIWXQJIU5HFKWVJHVFKLFKWHNDQRQLVWLVFKH$EWHLOXQJ
±5XGROI:HLJDQG³9HUVXFKHLQHUQHXHQGLIIHUHQ]LHUWHQ/LVWHGHU3DOHDHXQG'XEOHWWHQLP
'HNUHW*UDWLDQV´LQ/LIH/DZDQG/HWWHUV+LVWRULFDO6WXGLHVLQ+RQRXURI$QWRQLR*DUFtD\*DUFtDHG3HWHU
/LQHKDQ6WXGLD*UDWLDQD5RPHSS±ZLWKDOLVWDWSS±PRVWUHFHQWO\-UJHQ%XFKQHU
'LH3DOHDHLP'HNUHW*UDWLDQV8QWHUVXFKXQJLKUHU(FKWKHLW3RQWLILFXP$WKHQDHXP$QWRQLDQXP5RPH
IRU5HLPV%LEOLRWKqTXHPXQLFLSDOHVHHPRVWUHFHQWO\3HWHU/DQGDX³'LH'HNUHWVXPPH
µ7UDFWDWXUXV0DJLVWHU¶XQGGLH.DQRQLVWLNLQ5HLPVLQGHU]ZHLWHQ+lOIWHGHV-DKUKXQGHUWV´=HLWVFKULIWGHU
6DYLJQ\6WLIWXQJIU5HFKWVJHVFKLFKWHNDQRQLVWLVFKH$EWHLOXQJ± 
67KHEHVWHYLGHQFHIRUWKLVUHPDLQVWKHDQDO\VLVXQGHUWDNHQE\0DUWLQ%UHWWDYDLODEOHLQKLV³7DEOHRI3DQRUPLD
066´DWKWWSVLYRRIFKDUWUHVJLWKXELRSDQRUPLDPVOLVWSGIZLWKGDWHUHYLVLRQVWDPS±±ED 
73HWHU/DQGDX³9RUJUDWLDQLVFKH.DQRQHVVDPPOXQJHQEHL'HNUHWLVWHQXQGLQIUKHQ'HNUHWDOHQVDPPOXQJHQ´
LQ3URFHHGLQJVRIWKH(LJKWK,QWHUQDWLRQDO&RQJUHVVRI0HGLHYDO&DQRQ/DZ6DQ'LHJR8QLYHUVLW\RI
&DOLIRUQLDDW/D-ROOD±$XJXVWHG6WDQOH\&KRGRURZ0,&6XEVLGLD9DWLFDQ&LW\SS±
DWSS± 
87KHUHVXOWVRI+ROW]PDQQ¶V\HDUVRIUHVHDUFKZHUHSXEOLVKHGLQE\&KULVWRSKHUDQG0DU\&KHQH\WKLV
SRLQWRILQWHUHVWDERXWWKHGHFUHWDOFROOHFWLRQVWKHLUH[WHQVLYHXVHRIµQHZ¶ODZKDVKDGa 
JUHDWHUHIIHFW,WFRXQWVDJDLQVWGHWDLOHGVWXGLHVRIWKHFROOHFWLRQV¶SUH-Gratian content, 
EHFDXVHWKHPDLQIRFXVUHODWHVWRLGHDVRISDSDOJRYHUQPHQW(YHQLQ/DQGDX¶VVHPLQDO
article on the pre-Gratian contents of the decretal collections, there is a sense of surprise 
around the inclusion of the earlier texts, as if they have no place in the newer law. 
The nomenclature surrounding the decretal collections provides an additional and more 
compelling explanation for overlooking their earlier contents, however. Although the Psuedo-
,VLGRULDQIRUJHULHVKDYHIUHTXHQWO\EHHQUHIHUUHGWRWKHµ)DOVH'HFUHWDOV¶IRUKLVWRULDQVRI
canon law the decretal collections are a specific sub-set of canonical collections compiled 
during the so-FDOOHGµFODVVLFDO¶SHULRGRIFanon law, which ran from c.1140 to c.1234.9 
Walther Holtzmann noted 62 such collections in the 1960s, and the number has since risen.10 
Their defining feature is presented as the relatively high proportion of recent papal letters 
incorporated into the conteQWVDOPRVWWKHHQWLUHFROOHFWLRQLQWKHH[DPSOHRIWKHµ:RUFHVWHU¶
collection compiled in southern England in the 1180s, where only three out of 274 chapters 
were not letters written by Alexander III.11  
7KHWHUPµGHFUHWDOFROOHFWLRQ¶DOWKRXJKXVHGZLGHOy by Holtzmann, was not coined by him. 
,QVWHDGLWZDVSRSXODULVHGE\WKHSXEOLFDWLRQLQRI+HLQULFK6LQJHU¶VDQDO\VLVRIWKH
Collectiones Compendiensis, Sangermanensis and Abrincensis, all of which he referred to as 
µGHFUHWDOFROOHFWLRQV¶12 Ever since, it has become widely employed as the catch-all term for 
                                                 
UHPDLQVWKHEHVWLQWURGXFWLRQWRPRVWRIWKHFROOHFWLRQV:DOWKHU+ROW]PDQQ6WXGLHVLQWKH&ROOHFWLRQVRI
7ZHOIWK&HQWXU\'HFUHWDOVHGUHYDQGWUDQV&KULVWRSKHU5&KHQH\DQG0DU\*&KHQH\0,&&RUSXV
FROOHFWLRQXP9DWLFDQ&LW\>KHQFHIRUWKFLWHGDV+ROW]PDQQ&KHQH\@WKHDGGLWLRQDOWZRFROOHFWLRQVDUH
WKH)UDQFRIXUWDQDLQ'LH&ROOHFWLR)UDQFRIXUWDQD(LQHIUDQ]|VLVFKH'HFUHWDOHQVDPPOXQJ$QDO\VHEHUXKHQG
DXI9RUDUEHLWHQYRQ:DOWKHU+ROW]PDQQHG3HWHU/DQGDXDQG*LVHOD'URVVEDFK0,&&RUSXVFROOHFWLRQXP
9DWLFDQ&LW\DQGWKH&KHOWHQKDPHQVLVLQ'LH&ROOHFWLR&KHOWHQKDPHQVLV(LQHHQJOLVFKH
'HFUHWDOHQVDPPOXQJ$QDO\VHEHUXKHQGDXI9RUDUEHLWHQYRQ:DOWKHU+ROW]PDQQHG*LVHOD'URVVEDFK0,&
&RUSXVFROOHFWLRQXP9DWLFDQ&LW\,QFRQWUDVWWKHLQWHUYHQLQJSHULRGKDVVHHQDGYDQFHVLQWKHVWXG\
RIHDUOLHUWH[WVLQFOXGLQJ%UHWW¶V%UDVLQJWRQ¶VDQGRWKHUV¶,YRVLWHDYDLODEOHDW0D\DWKWWSVLYRRI
FKDUWUHVJLWKXELRDQG/LQGD)RZOHU0DJHUO¶VLQGLVSHQVLEOH&ODYLV&DQRQXP6HOHFWHG&DQRQ/DZ&ROOHFWLRQV
EHIRUH$FFHVVZLWK'DWD3URFHVVLQJ0*++LOIVPLWWHO0XQLFKWKH&ODYLVGDWDEDVHLVDOVR
DYDLODEOHDWKWWSZZZPJKGHH[WFODYLV3URIHVVRU*LVHOD'URVVEDFKLVLQWKHSURFHVVRIFRPSOHWLQJD5HJHVWD
'HFUHWDOLXPDQGKDVVWXGLHGDQXPEHURIRWKHUFROOHFWLRQVLQVRPHGHWDLOZLWKDQDO\VHVRIRWKHUVIRUWKFRPLQJ
LQFOXGLQJWKH&ROOHFWLR3HWULKXVHQVLVDQGLWVVLVWHUFROOHFWLRQWKH&RWWRQLDQDVHHDOVRKHUUHFHQW³'LH&ROOHFWLR
9LFWRULQDSULPD²'HNUHWDOHQUHFKWLQ6DLQW9LFWRU´LQ'LOLJHQVVFUXWDWRUVDFULHORTXLL%HLWUlJH]XU([HJHVH
XQG7KHRORJLHJHVFKLFKWHGHV0LWWHODOWHUV)HVWJDEHIU5DLQHU%HUQGW6-]XP*HEXUWVWDJHG+DQQV3HWHU
1HXKHXVHU5DOI0:6WDPPEHUJHUDQG0DWWKLDV07LVFKOHU$UFKDYHUEL6XEVLGLD0QVWHUSS
± 
9)RUDOLVWVHH+ROW]PDQQ&KHQH\VHHDERYHQSS[[±[[[LVHHDOVR*pUDUG)UDQVHQ/HVGpFUpWDOHVHWOHV
FROOHFWLRQVGHGpFUpWDOHV7\SRORJLHGHVVRXUFHVGXPR\HQkJHRFFLGHQWDO7XUQKRXW 
10+ROW]PDQQ&KHQH\VHHDERYHQS[[[LL 
11/RQGRQ%ULWLVK/LEUDU\5R\DO$LLIROV±+DQV(EHUKDUG/RKPDQQ³'LH&ROOHFWLR:LJRUQLHQVLV
&ROOHFWLR/RQGRQLHQVLVUHJLD(LQ%HLWUDJ]XU4XHOOHQJHVFKLFKWHGHVNDQRQLVFKHQ5HFKWVLP-DKUKXQGHUW´
=HLWVFKULIWGHU6DYLJQ\6WLIWXQJIU5HFKWVJHVFKLFKWHNDQRQLVWLVFKH$EWHLOXQJ±DWSS 
12+HLQULFK6LQJHU1HXH%HLWUlJHEHUGLH'HNUHWDOHQVDPPOXQJHQYRUXQGQDFK%HUQKDUGYRQ3DYLD
the canonical collections compiled in the late-twelfth century. An unfortunate consequence is 
that scholars have followed, if not unquestioningly, then nevertheless without much 
consideration. In his Repertorium, Stephan Kuttner accepted the distinction between pre-
*UDWLDQDQGµGHFUHWDO¶FROOHFWLRQVGHVSLWHQRWLQJWKDWWKHGHFUHWDOFROOHFWLRQVGLGFRQWDLQ
other material, he believed the term to be appropriate.13 More recently, Charles Duggan 
rarely, if ever, looked to the earlier material present in the decretal collections. There are 
H[SODQDWLRQVIRUWKLVRYHUVLJKW'XJJDQ¶VSULPDU\LQWHUHVWZDVWKH(QJOLVKFROOHFWLRQVZKLFK
contain a lower proportion of earlier material, and his focus the contribution made by papal 
letters to the broader field of medieval history, rather than assessing the development of 
law.14 $WWKHVDPHWLPH'XJJDQZDVERXQGLQWRDSDUWLFXODUZD\RIFRQFHLYLQJµQHZODZ¶LQ
KLVRZQZRUGVLWZDV³GHILQHGLQUHFHQWFRQFLOLDUOHgislation and, still more significantly, in 
papal decretal letters addressed to many thousands of recipients throughout Latin 
&KULVWHQGRP´15 Decretal collections were the vehicles of that new law, and as a result any 
earlier texts they included could be overlooked. 
Such a narrow view of the collections is, however, comparatively recent and markedly 
different to earlier perceptions. In the late-nineteenth century works of Schulte and Friedberg, 
only the Liber extra is consistently referred to as a decretal collection.16 (YHQ)ULHGEHUJ¶V
analysis of nine collections, all of which are now referred to as decretal collections, used the 
WHUPµ&ROOHFWLRQRIFDQRQV¶µ&DQRQHV-6DPPOXQJHQ¶LQLWVWLWOHUDWKHUWKDQWKHPRUH
VSHFLILFµ'HNUHWDOHQVDPPOXQJHQ¶HPSOR\HGE\Singer. Not all nineteenth-century historians 
VKXQQHGVXFKH[SOLFLWWHUPLQRORJ\ZKLOH)ULHGEHUJODWHUFDOOHGLWDµFROOHFWLRFDQRQXP¶
                                                 
6LW]XQJVEHULFKWHGHUNDLVHUOLFKHQ$NDGHPLHGHU:LVVHQVFKDIWHQ:LHQSKLORVRSKLVFKKLVWRULVFKH.ODVVH
9LHQQD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5HFKWVJHVFKLFKWHNDQRQLVWLVFKH$EWHLOXQJ± 
136WHSKDQ.XWWQHU5HSHUWRULXPGHU.DQRQLVWLN3URGURPXVFRUSRULV*ORVVDUXP6WXGLHWHVWL9DWLFDQ&LW\
SVHHDOVR:DOWKHU+ROW]PDQQ³hEHUHLQH$XVJDEHGHUSlSVWOLFKHQ'HNUHWDOHQGHV
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DQGVHHDOVRWKHDUWLFOHVUHSULQWHGLQLGHP'HFUHWDOVDQGWKH&UHDWLRQRIWKHµ1HZ/DZ¶LQWKH7ZHOIWK
&HQWXU\-XGJHV-XGJHPHQWV(TXLW\DQG/DZ9DULRUXP&ROOHFWHG6WXGLHV6HULHV$OGHUVKRW$VDQ
H[DPSOHHYHQWKHDUWLFOH³'HFUHWDO/HWWHUVWR+XQJDU\´LELGDUWLFOHQR9HPHUJHVIURPKLVLQWHUHVWLQWKH
(QJOLVKFROOHFWLRQVLQWKLVFDVHVSHFLILFDOO\3HWULKXVHQVLVDQG&RWWRQLDQD&KDUOHV'XJJDQ³'HFUHWDO/HWWHUV
WR+XQJDU\´)ROLD7KHRORJLFD±DWS 
15&KDUOHV'XJJDQ³3DSDO-XGJHV'HOHJDWHDQGWKH0DNLQJRIWKHµ1HZ/DZ¶LQWKH7ZHOIWK&HQWXU\´LQ
&XOWXUHVRI3RZHU/RUGVKLS6WDWXVDQG3URFHVVLQ7ZHOIWK&HQWXU\(XURSHHG7KRPDV1%LVVRQ
3KLODGHSKLDSS±DWS 
16-RKDQQ)ULHGULFKYRQ6FKXOWH'LH*HVFKLFKWHGHU4XHOOHQXQG/LWHUDWXUGHVFDQRQLVFKHQ5HFKWVYRQ*UDWLDQ
ELVDXIGLH*HJHQZDUWYROV6WXWWJDUWUHSU&ODUN1-4XLQTXHFRPSLODWLRQHVDQWLTXDHQHF
QRQ&ROOHFWLRFDQRQXP/LSVLHQVLVHG(PLO)ULHGEHUJ/HLS]LJUHSU*UD]'LH&DQRQHV
6DPPOXQJHQ]ZLVFKHQ*UDWLDQXQG%HUQKDUGYRQ3DYLDHG(PLO)ULHGEHUJ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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when Richter published the first commentary on the Lipsiensis collection he referred to it as a 
decretal collection.17 Overall, however, in work published in the nineteenth century there is a 
happy absence of any implicit presumption that the collections which post-dated Gratian only 
contained papal decretals, an approach which to this day affects the dating of earlier 
collections.18  
A major problem with the later-twelfth century decretal collections is therefore in part their 
definition. Decretal collections are, as the name suggests, collections of decretals, which are 
letters sent by the pope that have legal relevance²because they are contained in a decretal or 
other canonical collection.19 While most of the letters are obviously legally significant²to 
give one example, Sicut dignum est which explained Si quis suadente20²a number of 
µGHFUHWDOV¶LQWKHFROOHFWLRQVZHUHLQIDFW sections of larger letters that may have possessed no 
great legal innovation, including the fragment of a tithe privilege that made its way into a 
QXPEHURIFROOHFWLRQVLQFOXGLQJ%HUQDUGRI3DYLD¶VBreviarium extravagantium.21 Equally, 
many letters which were responsa, i.e. responses to questions on legal matters, or represent 
disputes and cases were never incorporated into the legal collections. At least one immense 
collection of letters, those of Henry, archbishop of Reims, found in Arras, Bibliothèque 
municipale, 964 and published by Martène and Durand, is a collection of letters of use to the 
archbishop.22 While not necessarily possessing its own peculiar legal importance, a number 
of its letters found their way into later collections such as Brugensis; moreover, the letters in 
the Arras manuscript demonstrate the quotidian processes of ecclesiastical government, if not 
at the absolute highest levels, then at the most locally significant ones.23 Meanwhile, the 
                                                 
17(PLO/XGZLJ5LFKWHU'HLQHGLWDGHFUHWDOLXPFROOHFWLRQH/LSVLHQVL/HLS]LJ 
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FRPSLOHGDIWHU 
19)UDQVHQ/HVGpFUpWDOHVVHHDERYHQSSFRPPHQWVRQWKHµFXVWRP¶WRUHIHUWRDOOOHWWHUVLQ
FDQRQLFDOFROOHFWLRQVDVGHFUHWDOVEXWVHHDOVR'XJJDQ³'HFUHWDO&ROOHFWLRQV´VHHDERYHQ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 -/>:+@VHHDOVR.DWKHULQH&KULVWHQVHQ³7KHµ/RVW¶3DSDO*ORVVRQSi quis suadente (C.17 q.4 c. 
-RKQRI6DOLVEXU\DQGWKH&DQRQLFDO7UDGLWLRQLQWKH7ZHOIWK&HQWXU\´Bulletin of Medieval Canon Law, 
n.s. 18 (1988), 1±5LFKDUG++HOPKRO]³Si quis suadente7KHRU\DQG3UDFWLFH´LQProceedings of the 
Seventh International Congress of Medieval Canon Law, Cambridge, 23±27 July 1984, ed. Peter Linehan, MIC 
Subsidia 8 (Vatican City, 1988), pp. 425±38. 
21-/>:+@&RPSZKHUHLWVVRXUFHLVJLYHQDV³,WHPH[SULYLOHJLR$OH[´ 
22$UUDV%LEOLRWKqTXHPXQLFLSDOH(GPXQG0DUWqQHDQG8UVLQH'XUDQG9HWHUXPVFULSWRUXPHW
PRQXPHQWRUXPKLVWRULFRUXPGRJPDWLFRUXPPRUDOLXPDPSOLVVLPDFROOHFWLRYROV3DULV±±
/XGZLJ)DONHQVWHLQ³$OH[DQGUH,,,HW+HQULGH)UDQFHFRQIRUPLWpVHWFRQIOLWV´LQ/¶pJOLVHGH)UDQFHHW
ODSDSDXWp;H±;,,,HVLqFOH'LHIUDQ]|VLVFKH.LUFKHXQGGDV3DSVWWXPHG5DOI*URH6WXGLHQXQG
'RNXPHQWH]XU*DOOLD3RQWLILFLD%RQQSS±DWSS±VXPPDUL]HVWKHFRQWHQWVRIWKH
PDQXVFULSWDQGJLYHVDQDFFRXQWRIWKHKLVWRULRJUDSK\ 
23)RU%UXJHQVLVVHH/XGZLJ)DONHQVWHLQ³=XU(QWVWHKXQJVRUWXQG5HGDNWRUGHU&ROOHFWLR%UXJHQVLV´LQ
3URFHHGLQJVRIWKH(LJKWK,QWHUQDWLRQDO&RQJUHVVRI0HGLHYDO&DQRQ/DZ6DQ'LHJR8QLYHUVLW\RI&DOLIRUQLD
Belverensis decretal collection is found within a collection of the letters of Gilbert Foliot, and 
the collection named Fontanensis by Holtzmann is preserved in the cartulary of Fountains 
Abbey.24 From the perspective of using canon law to understand ecclesiastical government, 
ignoring these other sources of legal argumentation is a critical oversight even though they 
FRQWULEXWHGOLWWOHWRWKHµGHYHORSPHQW¶RIWKHµQHZODZ¶LQWKHWZHOIWKFHQWXU\:LWKLQWKDW
context they represent unfinished tangents in canon law studies, but to only perceive them as 
such ignores the reality that they must have served a particular purpose, even if that purpose 
is now elusive.  
By limiting the definition of a decretal and focussing solely on the decretal collections, the 
variety and scope of later-twelfth century law is therefore often overlooked. Given the 
importance of the system of direct papal law-making that the collections represent, an 
investigation of its formulation is sensible, but it has to be seen in its broader context. At the 
same time as the decretal collections were being compiled, for example, canonists were 
creating abbreviations and alternative versions of the Decretum Gratiani2PQHEHQH¶V
Abbreviatio decretorum survives in nine manuscripts, more than any single version of a pre-
Compilatio prima decretal collection, and equal to the number of surviving complete 
manuscripts of the largest family.25 Rather than presenting a straightforward shortening of the 
Decretum, however, Omnebene changed some of its structure; other compilers of 
abbreviations added canons and excerpts from the summae.26 Laborans, a cardinal in 
$OH[DQGHU,,,¶VFXULDZLWKOHJDOWUDLQLQJHYHQFRPSLled a Transformatio decretorum in 
around 1182.27 It combined selected contents of the Decretum with decretals and tens of other 
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252Q2PQHEHQHVHH.HQQHWK3HQQLQJWRQDQG:ROIJDQJ30OOHU³7KH'HFUHWLVWV7KH,WDOLDQ6FKRRO´LQ7KH
+LVWRU\RI0HGLHYDO&DQRQ/DZLQWKH&ODVVLFDO3HULRG)URP*UDWLDQWRWKH'HFUHWDOVRI3RSH*UHJRU\,;HG
:LOIULHG+DUWPDQQDQG.HQQHWK3HQQLQJWRQ+LVWRU\RI0HGLHYDO&DQRQ/DZ:DVKLQJWRQ'&SS
±DWSDQGWKHOLWHUDWXUHWKHUHLQ7KHIDPLO\LQTXHVWLRQLV%DPEHUJHQVLVVHHWKHDQDO\VLVE\:DOWHU
'HHWHUV'LH%DPEHUJHQVLVJUXSSHGHU'HNUHWDOHQVDPPOXQJHQGHV-DKUKXQGHUWV%RQQ 
266HH3HQQLQJWRQDQG0OOHU³7KH'HFUHWLVWV´SS±ZKLFKLQFOXGHVDVXPPDU\RIDQGUHIHUHQFHVWRWKH
HDUOLHUOLWHUDWXUHRQWKHDEEUHYLDWLRQVWKHPVHOYHVVHHHJ$OIUHG%H\HU/RNDOH$EEUHYLDWLRQHQGHV'HNUHW
*UDWLDQL$QDO\VHXQG9HUJOHLFKGHU'HNUHWDEEUHYLDWLRQHQ³2PQHVOHJHVDXWGLYLQH´%DPEHUJ³+XPDQXP
JHQXVGXREXVUHJLWXU´3RPPHUVIHOGHQXQG³'HKLVTXLLQWUDFODXVWUDPRQDVWHULLFRQVLVWXQW´/LFKWHQWKDO
%DGHQ%DGHQ%DPEHUJHUWKHRORJLVFKH6WXGLHQ)UDQNIXUWDQG1HZ<RUN0RUHUHFHQWO\RQWKH
VXEMHFWRIDEEUHYLDWLRQVVHH$WULD$QQ/DUVRQ³$QDEEUHYLDWLRRIWKH)LUVW5HFHQVLRQRI*UDWLDQ¶V'HFUHWXPLQ
0XQLFK"´%XOOHWLQRI0HGLHYDO&DQRQ/DZQV±± 
27YRQ6FKXOWH4XHOOHQXQG/LWHUDWXUVHHDERYHQ±-RKDQQHV%UL[LXV'LH0LWJOLHGHUGHV
.DUGLQDONROOHJLXPVYRQ±%HUOLQSS±.XWWQHU5HSHUWRULXPVHHDERYHQSS±
WH[WVLQWZRSDUWVWKDWEHDUOLWWOHUHVHPEODQFHWRHLWKHUUHFHQVLRQRI*UDWLDQ¶VFRPSLODWLRQEXW
had a very limited circulation: RQO\RQHNQRZQPDQXVFULSWVXUYLYHVEHOLHYHGWREH/DERUDQV¶
autograph.28 As well as those drastic alterations to its structure, the addition of the paleae in 
some texts demonstrates the gradual enlargement of the Decretum.29 To put it bluntly, until 
later in the period, the vitality and innovation connected with twelfth-century canon law did 
not become limited to the collectors of decretals and, in any case, the strict terminology 
employed within studies of canon law all to easily, and often accidentally, creates an 
inflexible paradigm in which these nuances are obscured.  
The work of Walther Holtzmann, who did more than any other person since Friedberg to 
advance the study and understanding of later-twelfth century canonical collections, provides 
a salutory example. Despite being highly aware of the presence of earlier texts in collections 
including Lipsiensis and the Breviarium, Holtzmann rarely took them into account in his 
analyses of the collections. On at least one occasion he refused to refer to a gathering of such 
texts as a true collection, despite the fact that it preceded two sections of a decretal collection 
now recognized as being highly important, Dunelmensis I.30 In this instance, neither Charles 
Duggan nor the Cheneys had much sympathy with his approach.31 A key reason for this was 
+ROW]PDQQ¶VPRUHOHJDOLVWLFGHILQLWLRQRIDFROOHFWLRQKHZDQWHGDQXQGHUO\LQJRUJDQLVLQJ
principle that underpinned the gathering of the texts. Where such a principle was absent, he 
purposefully overlooked the accumulation of canonistic material. In contrast, the importance 
of florilegia and farraginous collections, particularly for understanding the relationships 
between earlier medieval canonical collections, has become increasingly apparent in the work 
of Linda Fowler-Magerl and others; using similar techniques for the later period seems an 
increasingly sensible way of proceeding.32 
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VHHDERYHQ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290DUNHGµSDOHD¶DQGZLWKVTXDUHEUDFNHWVLQ)ULHGEHUJ¶VHGLWLRQVHHIRUH[DPSOHWKHFRS\RIWKH'HFUHWXPLQ
6DO]EXUJ6WLIWVELEOLRWKHN(U]DEWHL6DQNW3HWHUD;,LQZKLFKDQXPEHURIWH[WVDUHZULWWHQLQWRWKHPDUJLQV
)RUWKHSDOHDHLQJHQHUDOVHH:HLJDQG³=XVlW]OLFKHµ3DOHDH¶LQIQI'HNUHWKDQGVFKULIWHQ´VHHDERYHQ 
306HHWKH&KHQH\V¶HGLWRULDOFRPPHQWLQ+ROW]PDQQ&KHQH\VHHDERYHQS 
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 &KDUOHV'XJJDQ³$'XUKDP&DQRQLFDO0DQXVFULSWRIWKH/DWH-7ZHOIWK&HQWXU\´Studies in Church History 
2 (1965), 179±85; Duggan, Twelfth-Century Decretal Collections (see above, n. 14), pp. 78±79, deals 
extensively with the collection.  
32/LQGD)RZOHU0DJHUO³7KH&ROOHFWLRQDQG7UDQVPLVVLRQRI&DQRQ/DZDORQJWKH1RUWKHUQ6HFWLRQRIWKH9LD
)UDQFLJHQDLQWKH(OHYHQWKDQG7ZHOIWK&HQWXULHV´LQ%LVKRSV7H[WVDQGWKH8VHRI&DQRQ/DZDURXQG
(VVD\VLQWKH+RQRXURI0DUWLQ%UHWWHG%UXFH&ODUN%UDVLQJWRQDQG.DWKOHHQ*&XVKLQJ&KXUFK)DLWKDQG
$VOLPLWLQJDV+ROW]PDQQ¶VIRFXVRQFROOHFWLRQVZKLFKIXOILOOHGKLVVSHFLILFFULWHULDDQG
emanating from a similar perspective, was KuttQHU¶VRYHUZKHOPLQJLQWHUHVWLQRQO\WKRVH
Dekretanhänge²the appendices of canonical texts sometimes found in Decretum 
manuscripts²which contained recent papal decretals. A case in point is Paris, Bibliothèque 
nationale, lat. 15001. The main content of the second half of this manuscript is a copy of 
Quoniam egestas, a Decretum abbreviation that dates to the 1150s or 1160s.33 There is also a 
short canonical collection, a handful of decretals and the canons of the 1163 council of Tours. 
Despite the fact that the collection must have been copied out after 1148, as it incorporates a 
FDQRQIURP(XJHQLXV,,,¶VFRXQFLODW5HLPV.XWWQHURQO\PHQWLRQHGWKHDEEUHYLDWLRQWKH
three decretals and the later conciliar canons in his Repertorium, overlooking the rest of the 
PDQXVFULSW¶VFDQRQLFDOFRQWHQWV+LVIRFXVLVXQGHUVWDQGDEOHJLYHQWKDWLQWKHVVFKRODUV
were less aware of the variety, number, and sophistication of the earlier collections, 
presenting them instead as means to an end: the creation of the Decretum and papal 
codifications of law. Since that time, however, huge advances made in understanding earlier 
collections and the increasing awareness that earlier manuscripts continued to be copied 
make such an approach less amenable.  
II. Decretals and Decretal Collections 
Despite the advances toward a more nuanced understanding of the continued role of earlier 
texts in the century or so after Gratian, the outline development of the decretal collections 
remains essentially unchanged since the time of Kuttner and Holtzmann. It presents a 
procession of collections from simple to most sophisticated: first came Dekretanhänge, then 
primitive decretal collections, then systematic decretal collections, and finally the Breviarium 
extravagantium of Bernard of Pavia, completed by 1191 in five books, each divided into 
multiple titles.34 Such a progression is highly teleological; it also presupposes that the urge to 
expand collections such as Gratian took the same form in all areas of Europe. In fact, the only 
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347KHEHVWUHFHQWH[DPSOHRIWKLVLVIRXQGLQ'XJJDQ³'HFUHWDO&ROOHFWLRQV´VHHDERYHQSS± 
area where the story of the collections has significantly changed concerns the greater 
awareness of the role played by clerics and collectors working outside of Italy. Despite the 
predominance of English decretals in the collections, Holtzmann posited an Italian, or more 
specifically Bolognese, origin for many of the sophisticated works of canon law, especially 
the Appendix.35 Kuttner and Rathbone first announced the existence of a strong Anglo-
Norman school of canon lawyers, to which a Rhenish school around Cologne has now also 
been added.36 &KDUOHV'XJJDQDOVRHPSKDVLVHGWKHVWUHQJWKRIGHFUHWDOV¶FRQQHFWLRQZLWK
England, noting that somewhere around half of those contained in the collections were sent to 
English recipients and commenting on the importance of both Worcester and Exeter in the 
compilation of key early collections.37 Limiting the systematic collections to Italy is no 
longer possible; in fact, aside from a few descendants of the Bambergensis group and the 
Breviarium, the opposite is true, even when, as in the case of the Collectio Francofurtana, the 
collection contains both pre- and post-Gratian texts.38 The result is a greater awareness of the 
role played by different centres of canon law, mostly those in Tours and the Capetian 
heartlands around Paris, including Reims and Sens, while the focus for the early years of the 
decretal collections remains the English material that became such a significant proportion.39  
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 Holtzmann-Cheney (see above, n. 8), esp. pp. 117±18, which although a commentary by the Cheneys points 
WR+ROW]PDQQ¶VJHQHUDORXWORRN 
36
 6WHSKDQ.XWWQHUDQG(OHDQRU5DWKERQH³$QJOR-1RUPDQ&DQRQLVWVRIWKH7ZHOIWK&HQWXU\´Traditio 7 
(1949±51), 279±DQGPRUHUHFHQWO\5XGROI:HLJDQG³7KH7UDQVPRQWDQH'HFUHWLVWV´LQThe History of 
Medieval Canon Law in the Classical Period: From Gratian to the Decretals of Pope Gregory IX, ed. Wilfried 
Hartmann and Kenneth Pennington, History of Medieval Canon Law (Washington, D.C., 2008), pp. 174±210, 
ZKRQHYHUWKHOHVVDVVHUWVLQKLVRSHQLQJVHQWHQFHVWKDW³WKHWLWOHXQGHUOLQHVWKHDXWKRU¶VFRQYLFWLRQthat the 
%RORJQHVHVFKRROVHWWKHVWDQGDUGIRUWKHDFDGHPLFVWXG\RIFDQRQODZ´6HHDOVR3HWHU/DQGDX³'LH.|OQHU
Kanonistik des 12. -DKUKXQGHUWV(LQ+|KHSXQNWGHUHXURSlLVFKHQ5HFKWVZLVVHQVFKDIW´LQVortrag vor dem 
Rheinischen Verein für Rechtsgeschichte e. V. in Köln am 27. Mai 2008, ed. Dieter Strauch, Kölner 
Rechtsgeschichtliche Vorträge 1 (Cologne, 2008), pp. 1±DQGLGHP³'LH(QWVWHKXQJGHUV\VWHPDWLVFKHQ
'HNUHWDOHQVDPPOXQJHQXQGGLHHXURSlLVFKHU.DQRQLVWLNGHU-DKUKXQGHUWV´Zeitschrift der Savigny-Stiftung 
für Rechtsgeschichte, kanonistische Abteilung 65 (1979), 120±48, at p. 133. 
37'XJJDQSRLQWHGWR([HWHUDVDSRVVLEOHORFDOHIRUDFRUHFROOHFWLRQRIGHFUHWDOVQRZRQO\YLVLEOHLPSOLFLWO\
WKURXJKWKH$OFREDFHQVLVSULPDPDQXVFULSW&KDUOHV'XJJDQ³'HFUHWDOVRI$OH[DQGHU,,,WR(QJODQG´LQ
0LVFHOODQHD5RODQGR%DQGLQHOOL3DSD$OHVVDQGUR,,,HG)LOLSSR/LRWWD6LHQDSS±DWSS±
LQWKHVDPHDUWLFOHRQSKHFRPPHQWVLQPRUHGHSWKRQWKHH[LVWHQFHRIDµ:RUFHVWHU´VHOHFWLRQ 
38
 Die Collectio Francofurtana, ed. Landau and Drossbach (see above, n. 8); see also Gisela Drossbach, 
³'HFUHWDOVDQGWKH6FKRROV"7KHCollectio Francofurtana´Bulletin of Medieval Canon Law, n.s. 24 (2000), 
65±77; the only collections which now have an unchallenged Italian provenance are Parisiensis II (Paris, 
Bibliothèque nationale de France, lat. 1566, fols 1r±54v), Lipsiensis (Leipzig, Universitätsbibliothek 975, fols 
116±53), and the Breviarium. 
39$OWKRXJK-RKQ:HLDQGQRZ*LVHOD'URVVEDFKDUHVXJJHVWLQJDOVRWKHSRWHQWLDOIRUQRUWKHUQ)UHQFKRULJLQV
RIWKHHDUO\GHFUHWDOFROOHFWLRQVHJ-RKQ&:HL³*UDWLDQ¶V'HFUHWXPLQ)UDQFHDQG+DOEHUVWDGW´LQ
5HFKWVKDQGVFKULIWHQGHVGHXWVFKHQ0LWWHODOWHUV3URGXNWLRQVRUWHXQG,PSRUWZHJHHG3DWUL]LD&DUPDVVLDQG
*LVHOD'URVVEDFK:ROIHQEWWOHU0LWWHODOWHU6WXGLHQ:LHVEDGHQSS±HVSSS±
LGHP³7KH/DWHU'HYHORSPHQWRI*UDWLDQ¶V'HFUHWXP´LQ3URFHHGLQJVRIWKH)RXUWHHQWK,QWHUQDWLRQDO
&RQJUHVVRI0HGLHYDO&DQRQ/DZ7RURQWR±$XJXVWHG-RVHSK:*RHULQJHWDO0,&6XEVLGLD
9DWLFDQ&LW\SS±DWSS± 
To move on to a more detailed investigation of the evidence, rather than simply the 
historiography, the twelfth-century decretal collections have been closely tied with the 
JURZWKRIWKHµSDSDOPRQDUFK\¶YLDWKHLUH[WHQVLYHXVHRIQHZSDSDOODZ7KHLULPSRUWDQFH
thus rests on the fact that they represent the first time that recent precedents had more 
authority than their earlier counterparts, and that letters were considered more or as 
authoritative as conciliar canons, in contrast to the general impulse toward conservatism 
perceived in medieval society. In the Treatise on Laws (Decretum, D. 1±20), Gratian devoted 
an entire distinctio to the authority of papal decretals ending with the conclusion that 
³GHFUHWDOVDUHHTXDOLQODZWRFRQFLOLDUFDQRQV´40 Over the course of the twelfth century, the 
definition of a µGHFUHWDO¶EHFDPHDFULWLFDOSDUWRIWKHFRPPHQWDULHVRQ*UDWLDQH[SDQGLQJ
over the period. While Paucapalea limited his discussion on D. 19 to a few lines, the 
anonymous author the Summa Parisiensis took some care over his discussion, and Huguccio, 
writing in c.1190, even more.41 Charles Duggan and Jacoba Hanenburg both took great time 
and joy in explaining how decretals were something new and different, chasing their 
definitions across the summae of the twelfth century, but both also overlooked the fact that 
decretals had been employed in earlier collections including most notably the Pseudo-
Isidorian forgeries. Duggan even expressed surprise that the early canonists took such a long 
WLPHWRXQGHUVWDQGIXOO\WKHLPSOLFDWLRQVRI*UDWLDQ¶VGLVFXVVLRQVHHLQJ it as an automatic 
change that could not be stopped.42  
1HYHUWKHOHVVWKHFULWLFDOUHIHUHQFHWRµQHZODZ¶LVLQWKHSUHIDFHWR%HUQDUGRI3DYLD¶V
Breviarium extravagantium, finished sometime between 1189 and 1191, while he was 
provost of Pavia. Here, BernaUGZURWHWKDWKHKDG³FRPSLOHGextravagantia from the old and 
WKHQHZODZXQGHUWLWOHV´43 He expanded slightly in the preface to his Summa decretalium, 
written later in the 1190s to explain the contents of his collection, saying  
                                                 
40*UDWLDQ'HFUHWXP'GDF 
41'LH6XPPDGHV3DXFDSDOHDEHUGDV'HFUHWXP*UDWLDQLHG-RKDQQ)ULHGULFKYRQ6FKXOWH*LHVVHQ
S7KH6XPPD3DULVLHQVLVRQWKH'HFUHWXP*UDWLDQLHG7HUHQFH0F/DXJKOLQ7RURQWRSS±
+XJXFFLR6XPPD'HFUHWRUXP7RP,'LVW±HG2OGĜLFK3ĜHURYVNê0,&&RUSXVFROOHFWLRQXP9DWLFDQ
&LW\SS±7KHLQFUHDVLQJFRPSOH[LW\RIWKHFRPPHQWDULHVLVVLPSO\LIFUXGHO\GHPRQVWUDWHGE\
WKHLQFUHDVLQJVL]HRIWKHLUSULQWHGHGLWLRQV 
42'XJJDQ7ZHOIWK&HQWXU\'HFUHWDO&ROOHFWLRQVVHHDERYHQSS±FULWLTXHGLQ-DFRED+DQHQEXUJ
³'HFUHWDOVDQG'HFUHWDO&ROOHFWLRQVLQWKH6HFRQG+DOIRIWKH7ZHOIWK&HQWXU\´7LMGVFKULIWYRRU
5HFKWVJHVFKLHGQLV±DWJUHDWOHQJWKEXWLQWKLVFDVHHVSSS± 
43
 Robert Somerville and Bruce Clark Brasington, Prefaces to Canon Law Books in Latin Christianity: Selected 
Translations, 500±1245 (New Haven and London, 1998), p. 231; Quinque Compilationes, ed. Friedberg (see 
DERYHQS³(JR%3DSLHQVLVSUHSRVLWXVH[WUDXDJDQWLDGHXHWHULQRXRTXHLXUHVXEWLWXOLVFRPSLODXL´
Although Bernard is one of the better-known canonists, that does not say much: for a relatively recent 
biography, see the relevant sections in The History of Medieval Canon Law in the Classical Period: From 
Gratian to the Decretals of Pope Gregory IX, ed. Wilfried Hartmann and Kenneth Pennington, History of 
Medieval Canon Law (Washington, D.C., 2008).  
the book was titled extravagantia; for the most part [they are] 
decretals [«] the subject matter is made up of decretals and 
certain useful provisions which Gratian left out²saving fruit 
new and old for us²in the corpus of canons, in the register of 
Gregory, and in Burchard [the Brocards].44  
7KHVHWZRFODXVHVLQWZRGLIIHUHQWERRNVDUHWKHNH\WRWKHLGHDWKDWWKHµQHZODZ¶ZDVWKH
ODZRIWKHGHFUHWDOVDQGLQSDUWLFXODUWKHELEOLFDODOOXVLRQWRµIUXLWQHZDQGROGIRUXV¶6RQJ
of Songs 7:13). 
Bernard gives no definition of the dividing line which differentiated the new law from the 
old, however; nor is there any reference to whether new law was considered more 
authoritative than its elder sibling. Although the success of the Liber extra has led to the term 
µH[WUDYDJDQWHV¶ referring mostly to decretals, in the twelfth century it seems to have been 
used to refer more broadly to any text taken from neither the Decretum nor a pre-existing 
collection of canon law such as Burchard. Decretals taken from the collections were one 
source of additional texts; equally, in their summae Rufinus and Simon of Bisignano used 
Burchard as well as a source. At C. 2, q. 6, c. 19, in fact, Simon referred to both Burchard and 
a collection of extravagantes. He employed Burchard as a foil to Gratian, referring obliquely 
to Burchard 1.68, Item placuitWKHQFRPPHQWLQJWKDW*UDWLDQ³VHHPVWRFRQWUDGLFW´LW
HYHQWXDOO\KHFDPHWRWKHFRQFOXVLRQWKDW³WKLVFDQRQFDQQRWEHXVHGLQWKLVVLWXDWLRQVDYLQJ
WKH0DVWHU¶VSHDFH´45 Later on in the same section of his commentary, he pointed to three 
OHWWHUV³LQ([WUD´46 Rufinus, writing slightly earlier than Simon, also employed various other 
texts not incorporated into Gratian in his commentary, including some taken from 
Burchard.47 Compared to Simon, however, Rufinus used Burchard much more than he 
referred to recent decretals. Only two appeared in the summa$GULDQ,9¶VNobis in eminenti, 
VHQWWRWKHDEERWRI3RQWLJQ\LQDQG,QQRFHQW,,¶VQuotiens frater, sent to a series of 
Italian bishops at some point between 1138 and 1142.48 Singer accepted the tens of Burchard 
references without much comment.49 There is a strong temptation here to reinforce the idea of 
                                                 
443UHIDFHVWUDQV6RPHUYLOOHDQG%UDVLQJWRQVHHDERYHQS%HUQDUGL3DSLHQVLV)DYHQWLQLHSLVFRSL
6XPPDGHFUHWDOLXPHG7KHRGRU/DVSH\UHV5HJHQVEXUJUHSU*UD]$FFRUGLQJWRWKHHGLWLRQ
%HUQDUGUHIHUVWRWKHVHFWLRQVDVµ%URFDUGR¶WUDQVODWHGE\6RPHUYLOOHDQG%UDVLQJWRQWRPHDQµ%XUFKDUG¶ 
456LPRQRI%LVLJQDQR6XPPDWR&TFHG3LHU9$LPRQH%UDLGD6XPPDLQ'HFUHWXP6LPRQLV
%LVLQLDQHQVLV0,&&RUSXVJORVVDWRUXP9DWLFDQ&LW\S%XUFKDUGRI:RUPV'HFUHWXP 
466LPRQRI%LVLJQDQR6XPPDWR&TFHG$LPRQHVHHDERYHQSS±³XWLQH[WUDF
6XSHUHRTXRG´ -/>:+±@³XWLQH[WUDF&XPVDFURVDQFWD´ -/>:+±@³XWLQ([WUDF
6LFXW5RPDQDHFFOHVLD´ -/>:+D@ 
47)RUDVXPPDU\VHH'LH6XPPDGHFUHWRUXPGHV0DJLVWHUV5XILQXVHG+HLQULFK6LQJHU3DGHUERUQSS
FYL±F[ZKLFKJLYHVDUHVXPpRIDOOWKHRWKHUWH[WVHPSOR\HGE\5XILQXVLQKLV6XPPD 
48$GULDQ,91RELVLQHPLQHQWL -/>:+@,QQRFHQW,,4XRWLHQVIUDWHU -/>:+@ 
495XILQXV6XPPDHG6LQJHUVHHDERYHQSSFLLL±FYL 
WKHµQHZODZ¶VORZO\PRYLQJIURP(QJODQGWRZDUG,WDO\3HWHU/DQGDXKDVUHcently argued 
WKDW6LPRQZDVZULWLQJQRUWKRIWKH$OSVZKHUHDV5XILQXV¶SULQFLSOHJHRJUDSKLFDO
attachment remains Bologna; equally, however, Simon wrote around fifteen years after 
Rufinus, and the explanation could be as simple as there was a greater selection of decretals 
available and relevant at the time.50  
Although he gives no indication as to the authority inherent in individual texts, there is 
FHUWDLQO\DVHQVHRIWLPHLQ%HUQDUG¶VFROOHFWLRQ%URDGO\VSHDNLQJWKHWLWOHVRIWKH
Breviarium are arranged chronologically, starting with older texts before moving toward 
more recent ones. It is difficult to decide whether this is a side-effect of the editorial decision 
by which the collection was gathered together, or whether it was a more deliberate process on 
%HUQDUG¶VSDUW7RWDNHWKUHHH[DPSOHVLQ1 Comp. 1.15, De offitio archidiaconi, there are 
only five chapters.51 The first three, including two taken from the corresponding title in 
Parisiensis II, all bear inscriptions that date them earlier than the year 1000. One is an extract 
IURPDOHWWHURI*UHJRU\WKH*UHDWDQRWKHUSXUSRUWVWREH³H[OLEUR5RPDQLRUGLQLV´DQGWKH
third from a council at Toledo. The final two chapters in the collection, by way of contrast, 
are both decretals of Alexander III.52 In this instance, both 1.15.2 and 1.15.3 were in 
Parisiensis II, while the others were added from other sources. The general distinction 
between earlier and later sources is evident, if a little murkier, in 1 Comp. 5.1 and 5.2. The 
early chapters of both these titles contain a selection of earlier material, followed by decretals 
of Alexander III and Lucius III, but in both a single chapter is inserted later in the title. In 5.1, 
for example, the first nine chapters, the equivalent of 2 Par. 27.1±27.6 with one lacuna and 
four additions, are followed by 2 ParDVHFWLRQRI$OH[DQGHU,,,¶VGHFUHWDOLicet preter 
solitum. After that extract falls a chapter taken from Augustine, with two more letters from 
Alexander added at the end of the title, neither of which were included in 2 Par.53 Similarly, 
in 1 Comp. 5.2, a text attributed to Deusdedit sits in the midst of a section of Alexandrine 
decretals, at 5.2.16.54 In a similar fashion to the earlier title, this chapter falls in the additions 
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 3HWHU/DQGDX³Simon von Bisignano, Sikard von Cremona und die Mainzer Kanonistik der Barbarossazeit: 
=XU%LRJUDSKLHGHV6LPRQYRQ%LVLJQDQRXQG]XU)RUVFKXQJVJHVFKLFKWH´Bulletin of Medieval Canon Law, n.s. 
28 (2008), 119±44, at pp. 136±38.  
514XLQTXH&RPSLODWLRQHVHG)ULHGEHUJVHHDERYHQS 
52&RPS$OH[DQGHU,,,&XPVDWLVVLWWRWKHDUFKGHDFRQRI(O\ -/>:+@&RPS
$OH[DQGHU,,,$UFKLGLDFRQLVGHHFFOHVLDVWLFDWRWKHELVKRSRI:RUFHVWHU -/>:+@ 
534XLQTXH&RPSLODWLRQHVHG)ULHGEHUJVHHDERYHQSS±7KHWZRDGGLWLRQDOGHFUHWDOVDUH
$OH[DQGHU,,,&XP3HWUXVWRDELVKRSHOHFWLQ,WDO\ -/>:+@DQG$OH[DQGHU,,,([SDUWHWXDWR
5RJHUELVKRSRI:RUFHVWHU -/>:+@ 
544XLQTXH&RPSLODWLRQHVHG)ULHGEHUJVHHDERYHQSS±&RPS±DOOEHDUHDUO\
LQVFULSWLRQV 
to 2 Par. 26, De symoniachis.55 Again, the first seven chapters present a rejigged formulation 
RIWKHHDUOLHUFROOHFWLRQZLWK$OH[DQGHU¶VFRXQFLODW7RXUVFRPLQJODVWLQVWHDGRIIRXUWK
just prior to a canon from the later council at the Lateran and the papal letters. Regardless of 
the addition of the Deusdedit canon, the rearrangement of these chapters suggests that some 
concern was taken over the organisation of these texts, with the subsequent structure 
presenting earlier texts first and following them with more recent extracts. 
When he compiled his collection, Bernard obviously re-arranged some sections. Although by 
no means fool-proof, as a general rule²and for example in 5.2²where he did rearrange 
extracts taken from Parisiensis II, the earlier material falls at the beginning of each title. The 
pontificate of Innocent II seems to represent the cut-off point for this distinction, with the 
letters of Innocent and his successors appearing by and large after the earlier material. In fact, 
in terms of the juxtaposition betweeQµROG¶DQGµQHZ¶ODZWKHFRUUHODWLRQRIGDWHVKHUHLV
rather too tempting: in around 1140, the first recension of the Decretum had begun to 
circulate, and it could well be that Bernard, aware of this development, chose to use the 
Decretum as his dividing line. 
There is an alternative, however, to continuing the idea that Gratian was the critical pivot. 
$ZD\IURPWKHVFKRODUO\FKDUJHGTXHVWLRQRIWKHJURZWKRISDSDOSRZHUWKHPHGLHYDOµROG
ODZ¶FRXOGKDYHEHHQSHUFHLYHGDV2OG7HVWDPHQWODw²and, helpfully, 15 extracts taken 
from the books of Exodus and Leviticus appear in the Breviarium.56 Equally, when Bernard 
WDONVRIµGHFUHWDOV¶LQKLVH[SODQDWLRQRIWKHFROOHFWLRQV¶FRQWHQWVWKHUHLVQRDXWRPDWLF
limitation on when those decretals were sent. After the letters of Alexander III, the most 
copious source in the Breviarium is the Register of Gregory the Great, with 71 letters, while 
in total, around a third of the chapters in the Breviarium were ascribed to a pre-Gratianic 
origin, or 315 chapters out of 920.57 $EODQNUHDGLQJRI%HUQDUG¶VWH[WZLWKPRGHUQ
knowledge and understanding of the events that occurred after its appearance and particularly 
the promulgation of the Liber extraFRXOGLPSO\WKDWWKHµROG¶ODZLVSUH-Gratian, and the 
µQHZ¶ post-*UDWLDQEXW%HUQDUG¶VRZQZULWLQJVGRQRWSURYLGHDQ\VXFKH[SODQDWLRQ
Removing the modern perception does not automatically challenge the definition. But it does 
                                                 
55&DQRQHV6DPPOXQJHQHG)ULHGEHUJVHHDERYHQS3DULV%LEOLRWKqTXHQDWLRQDOHGH)UDQFHODW
IROVY±Y 
563HWHU/DQGDX³$OWWHVWDPHQWOLFKHV5HFKWLQGHUµ&RPSLODWLR3ULPD¶XQGVHLQ(LQIOXVVDXIGDVNDQRQLVFKH
5HFKW´6WXGLD*UDWLDQD±DWS 
574XLQTXH&RPSLODWLRQHVHG)ULHGEHUJVHHDERYHQSDVVLPWKHLPSRUWDQWSRLQWGHWDLOVDUHWKH
LQVFULSWLRQVJLYHQLQWKHFROOHFWLRQUDWKHUWKDQQHFHVVDULO\WKHNQRZQRULJLQDOVRXUFHRIWKHH[WUDFWV)RUD
QXPEHURIWKHVHWKHLQVFULSWLRQPD\ZHOOEHPLVWDNHQEXWWKHDFFXUDWHVRXUFHLVRIFRQVLGHUDEO\OHVVHULQWHUHVW
WKDQWKHVRXUFHWKDWZDVEHOLHYHGWRKDYHEHHQXVHG 
OHDYHRSHQWKHSRVVLELOLW\WKDW%HUQDUG¶VUHIHUHQFHWRWKHµROGODZ¶ZDVUHIHUULQJWR that 
ELEOLFDOODZUDWKHUWKDQWKHODZVRIPHQDQGWKDWWKHµQHZODZ¶WRZKLFKKHUHIHUUHGZDVLQ
fact the remainder of the canons and decretals that he collected together in his Breviarium, 
regardless of the date they were written.  
III. 'HFUHWDO&ROOHFWLRQV¶ &RQWHQWVDQGµ1HZ/DZ¶ 
The final focus is the contents of other collections and whether they represent a concerted 
effort on the part of the compilers to gather together only newer law. Given the complexity of 
the collections, it is difficult to find one answer to such a broad, dogmatic, question. To begin 
with, the collections have different formats: some are stand-alone collections that have 
survived in manuscripts with a variety of other material, while others are part of larger 
accumulations of canonicDOPDWHULDOVRPHDUHODZ\HUV¶KDQGERRNVZULWWHQLQVFUDZOLQJ
hands that verge on the barely-legible, while others are beautiful display manuscripts. 
/RQGRQ%ULWLVK/LEUDU\5R\DO%LYIRUH[DPSOHFRQWDLQVWKHHDUO\(QJOLVKµ&DQWHUEXU\¶
collection alongside other legal materials, including at least one ordo.58 Others are 
reminiscent of appendices: Erlangen, Universitätsbibliothek, 342 sees a systematic collection 
IDOOLQJDIWHUDFRS\RI*UDWLDQ¶VDecretum; other examples of a similar phenomenon include 
London, British Library, Arundel 490, and Bernkastel-Kues, Hospitalbibliothek, 229, where 
earlier collections are appended to copies of the Decretum and an abbreviation respectively, 
while the Fontanensis and Belverensis collections are incorporated into manuscripts 
containing non-canonical accumulations.59 Even when they are divided into subject-based 
titles, most of the early decretal collections are higgledy-piggledy collections of material. 
They are not deliberately chronologically organized. Equally, these collections were not 
drawn up using the idiosyncratic structure of dialectic employed in the Decretum and, with 
the important exception of the Francofurtana, rarely used dicta or lengthy rubrics to convey 
the opinions of their compiler.60 Compared with the great systematic collections like the 
Panormia or the Decretum of either Ivo or Burchard, these collections are also small. The 
                                                 
58/RQGRQ%ULWLVK/LEUDU\5R\DO%LYYDULRXVVHH/LQGD)RZOHU0DJHUO2UGRLXGLFLRUXPYHORUGR
LXGLFLDULXV,XV&RPPXQH6RQGHUKHIW)UDQNIXUWSS±DQG±JLYHWZRVHSDUDWHRUGLQHV
IRXQGLQWKH/RQGRQPDQXVFULSW 
59(UODQJHQ8QLYHUVLWlWVELEOLRWKHNIROVUD±YD (UODQJHQVLVIROORZLQJDFRS\RI*UDWLDQZLWKWKH
2UGLQDWXUXV0DJLVWHUJORVVDSSDUDWXV/RQGRQ%ULWLVK/LEUDU\$UXQGHOIROV±VHH.XWWQHU
5HSHUWRULXPVHHDERYHQS:DOWKHU+ROW]PDQQ³&ROOHFWLR(EHUEDFHQVLV´=HLWVFKULIWGHU6DYLJQ\
6WLIWXQJIU5HFKWVJHVFKLFKWHNDQRQLVWLVFKH$EWHLOXQJ±%HUQNDVWHO.XHV+RVSLWDOELEOLRWKHN
IROVU±YVHH.XWWQHU5HSHUWRULXPVHHDERYHQS+ROW]PDQQ&KHQH\VHHDERYHQ
SS± 
60&ROOHFWLR)UDQFRIXUWDQDHG/DQGDXDQG'URVVEDFKVHHDERYHQ[[LF IRURQHH[DPSOH 
three collections titled Decretum, so that of Burchard, Ivo, and Gratian, incorporated 1,785, 
3,760, and 3,945 extracts respectively.61 In contrast, the largest of the late-twelfth century 
decretal collections, the BreviariumKDVH[WUDFWV0RVWRIWKHµSULPLWLYH¶FROOHFWLRQV
including Berolinensis I, have between 100 and 200 chapters; in some cases, as in the 
Dunelmensis and Fontanensis collections, that total is made up of three smaller collections, 
each with around 50±60 texts.62 
The collections have also been subjected to implicit manipulation, in part a result of the focus 
on the recent papal letters amongst their contents. To re-adjust that manipulation gives some 
intriguing results. In 1234, when the Liber extra was promulgated, it contained sections from 
599 of the 13,700 or so letters known to have been sent in the years between 1143 and 1198, 
meaning that four an a half per cent of the letters sent at the time were incorporated into its 
contents.63 In total, Holtzmann estimated that just over 1,050 discrete letters were 
incorporated into the collections in one state or another, meaning that slightly less than eight 
per cent of contemporary letters known to have been sent were included in the collections. At 
the same time, the Liber extra contains 60 letters taken from the Register of Gregory the 
Great, presumably via the Breviarium²or about seven per cent of the enregistered letters, so 
those which are known and which would have been known in the twelfth century, when 
*UHJRU\¶VRegister became a widely read source again.64 Despite its date, therefore, the Liber 
extra FRQWDLQHGDVLPLODUSURSRUWLRQRI*UHJRU\¶VVXUYLYLQJ letters as of did recent papal 
decretals, a fact that becomes even more stark when the extent of the loss suffered by the 
twelfth-century letters is taken into account. Far more letters were sent than have survived, 
meaning that the proportion of letters considered to have enough legal value to be included in 
WKHFROOHFWLRQVZDVPXFKORZHUSHUFHQWLQWRWDORI*UHJRU\¶VUHJLVWHUHGOHWWHUVSOXV
eight apocrypha, had already been incorporated into the Decretum in its second form, 
                                                 
61)RU%XUFKDUGVHH)RZOHU0DJHUO&ODYLVFDQRQXPVHHDERYHQSDVVLPIRU,YRVHH%UHWW¶VOLVWV
DYDLODEOHDWKWWSVLYRRIFKDUWUHVJLWKXELRGHFUHWXPKWPOZLWKGDWHVWDPSRIIRU*UDWLDQVHH
:LQURWK0DNLQJRI*UDWLDQ¶V'HFUHWXPVHHDERYHQS 
62)RUWKHDQDO\VLVRI%HUROLQHQVLV,ZKLFKKDVFKDSWHUVVHH-RVHI-XQFNHU³'LH&ROOHFWLR%HUROLQHQVLV(LQ
%HLWUDJ]XU*HVFKLFKWHGHVNDQRQLVFKHQ5HFKWVLPDXVJHKHQGHQ]Z|OIWHQ-DKUKXQGHUW´=HLWVFKULIWGHU6DYLJQ\
6WLIWXQJIU5HFKWVJHVFKLFKWHNDQRQLVWLVFKH$EWHLOXQJ±ZLWKDQDQDO\VLVRQSS±
LQFOXGLQJWKHFDQRQVRIWKH/DWHUDQFRXQFLOIRU'XQHOPHQVLVVHHDERYHQDQGEHORZQIRU
)RQWDQHQVLVVHHQDERYH 
63
 Corpus iuris canonici, ed. Emil Friedberg, 2 vols (Leipzig, 1879±81), 2:xii±xiv; for projected numbers of 
SDSDOOHWWHUVVHH5XGROI+LHVWDQG³'LH/HLVWXQJVIlKLJNHLWGHUSlSVWOLFKHQ.DQ]OHLLP-DKUKXQGHUWPLW
HLQHP%OLFNDXIGHQODWHLQLVFKHQ2VWHQ´LQPapsturkunde und europäisches Urkundenwesen. Studien zu ihrer 
formalen und rechtlichen Kohärenz vom 11. bis 15. Jahrhundert, ed. Peter Herde und Hermann Jakobs, Archiv 
für Diplomatik. Beiheft 7 (Cologne, 1999), pp. 1±26, at p. 23. 
64&RUSXVLXULVFDQRQLFLHG)ULHGEHUJ[LL 
meaning that just VK\RIDWKLUGRI*UHJRU\¶VOHWWHUVZHUHLQFOXGHGLQWKHWZRSULQFLSDO
contemporary canonical collections that would eventually form the Corpus Iuris Canonici.  
6WDWLVWLFDOO\WKHUHIRUHZKLOH*UHJRU\¶VOHWWHUVUHSUHVHQWDVPDOOSURSRUWLRQRIWKHExtra, the 
FROOHFWLRQUHSUHVHQWVDFRPSDUDWLYHO\ODUJHSURSRUWLRQRI*UHJRU\¶VOHWWHUVIRURQHZKLFKLV
VXSSRVHGWRUHSUHVHQWµQHZODZ¶6XFKDVWDWLVWLFDOFRPSDULVRQLVDWEHVWLQH[DFWSDUWLFXODUO\
as the absence of surviving twelfth-century registers makes it difficult to know which sort of 
documents were enregistered, and why.65 Nevertheless, it can be assumed that during the 
processes of compiling the Register an amount of pre-selection would have taken place; the 
known contents seem to suggest that the Registers were weighted toward letters perceived to 
have a significance or long-term impact. Even taking these caveats into account, the brutal 
point is that up-ending the approach can significantly change the perspective on these late-
twelfth century collections. In this case, it was not just recent papal decretals in which the 
clerics were interested, but ancient ones too, and the proportion of the letters included in the 
collections becomes important. 
6RZKHUHGRHVWKDWOHDYHWKHµQHZODZ¶"7KHUHLVFOHDUO\VRmething different about certain of 
WKH(QJOLVKFROOHFWLRQV7KHµ:RUFHVWHU¶FROOHFWLRQPHQWLRQHGDERYHFOHDUO\SUHIHUUHG
decretals, as shown in the title rubrics, and recent conciliar provisions, including the canons 
promulgated at Tours in 1163 and the Lateran in 1179, are absent from the collection.66 In 
fact, it contains only two excerpts from conciliar canons, both of which were misattributed to 
letters of Alexander III; one is from the early years of the Church, and one much later.67 
Furthermore, there is only one chapter containing pre-Gratian material, and that is a 
confusing hotchpotch of extracts from multiple sources present in a number of early 
collections.68 The extent of the absence of this non-decretal material, especially when 
                                                 
65)RUVRPHRIWKHOLWHUDWXUHVHHHJ8WD5HQDWH%OXPHQWKDO³3DSDO5HJLVWHUVLQWKH7ZHOIWK&HQWXU\´LQ
3URFHHGLQJVRIWKH6HYHQWK,QWHUQDWLRQDO&RQJUHVVRI0HGLHYDO&DQRQ/DZ&DPEULGJH±-XO\HG
3HWHU/LQHKDQ0,&6XEVLGLD9DWLFDQ&LW\SS±.HQQHWK3HQQLQJWRQ³(SLVWRODH$OH[DQGULQDH
$&ROOHFWLRQRI3RSH$OH[DQGHU,,,¶V/HWWHUV´LQ0LVFHOODQHD5RODQGR%DQGLQHOOL3DSD$OHVVDQGUR,,,HG
)LOLSSR/LRWWD6LHQDSS± 
66/RKPDQQ³&ROOHFWLR:LJRUQLHQVLV´VHHDERYHQHJ/RQGRQ%ULWLVK/LEUDU\5R\DO$LLIROUD
ZKLFKVWDWHV³KHUHEHJLQWKHGHFUHWDOOHWWHUVRI$OH[DQGHU,,,>«@´ 
67
 &KULVWRSKHU1/%URRNH³7KH&DQRQVRI(QJOLVK&KXUFK&RXQFLOLQWKH(DUO\'HFUHWDO&ROOHFWLRQV´
Traditio 13 (1957), 471±81, at p. 478, and Wig. 2.13(f).  
682QHFKDSWHU:LJDSSHDUVLQDEL]DUUHIRUPZKHUHE\LWLVSXOOHGWRJHWKHUIURPWHQGLVFUHWHVHFWLRQV
IURPDYDULHW\RIVRXUFHVDQGLQFOXGLQJWKHLURZQLQVFULSWLRQVDDQGEWRWKHDUFKELVKRSRI<RUN
F³IURPDSULYLOHJHRISRSH$GULDQ´G³3RSH3DVFKDO,,´H³DV6W*UHJRU\VDLG´I
³,WHPIURPWKHFRXQFLORI0DLQ]´J³,WHP3RSH*UHJRU\´K³,WHP3DVFKDO,,´LODFNVDQG
LQVFULSWLRQDQGN³,WHPIURPDSULYLOHJHRI3RSH$OH[DQGHU´$VLPLODUFKDSWHUDSSHDUVDV:LJRUQLHQVLV
DOWHUDFDQG%HOYHUHQVLVFVHH'XJJDQ7ZHOIWK&HQWXU\'HFUHWDO&ROOHFWLRQVVHHDERYHQSS
DQGHJ/RQGRQ%ULWLVK/LEUDU\5R\DO%LLIROU±YZKLOHLQ3DULVLHQVLV,LWDSSHDUVDVVHSDUDWHEXW
FRQVHFXWLYHFDQRQVVHH&DQRQHV6DPPOXQJHQHG)ULHGEHUJVHHDERYHQSDQG3DULV%LEOLRWKqTXH
QDWLRQDOHGH)UDQFHODWIROVY±YZKHUH)ULHGEHUJDQG+ROW]PDQQ¶VGLVVHFWLRQRIWKHFDQRQVPRVWO\
combined with the cOHDUVWDWHPHQWWKDWWKHWLWOHVFRQWDLQHGWKH³GHFUHWDOOHWWHUVRI$OH[DQGHU
,,,´VXJJHVWVWKDWLWZDVLQWHQWLRQDO2WKHUHDUO\(QJOLVKFROOHFWLRQVLQFOXGLQJCantuariensis, 
RQHRI+ROW]PDQQ¶Vµ(QJOLVK¶IDPLO\DOVRFRQVLVWDOPRVWHQWLUHO\RIGHFUHWDOVZKile only 17 
chapters of the 579 in the Appendix concilii Lateranensis decretal collection date from before 
1100.69  
Yet other collections show a much more limited proclivity to such new law. The continued 
reference back to earlier texts as late as the collections of the 1170s is highly interesting, but 
it is also critical to the narrative of the late-twelfth century collections as, in their most 
successful incarnations, they too incorporated such early texts. The Francofurtana, a 
systematic collection that survives in four manuscripts, contained 132 pre-Gratian texts in its 
most basic version, with a further 143 texts appearing with no inscription, but which seem to 
pre-date the 1140s.70 Overall, around one third of the Francofurtana¶VFRQWHQWVSUH-dated 
Gratian. Although some collections of the Bambergensis group contain comparatively few 
pre-Gratian texts, several contain a much larger proportion. Lipsiensis, for example, 
contained 148 pre-Gratian extracts, equating to just over twenty per cent of its contents.71 In 
fact, of the systematic collections, the one which seems to have been most limited in its 
circulation was, in fact, the one which had the lowest proportion of non-decretal material. 
The Appendix concilii Lateranensis survives today in three manuscripts, although a fourth, 
                                                 
KROGVWUXH+RZHYHURQHVHFWLRQFRQVLVWLQJRI3DUFF±ODFNVWKHOLQHEUHDNFKDUDFWHULVWLFWR
GLIIHUHQWLDWLQJEHWZHHQFDQRQVLQWKHFROOHFWLRQZKLFKJRHVVRPHZD\WRZDUGVXJJHVWLQJKRZWKHDFFXPXODWLRQ
FRXOGKDYHRFFXUUHGDVZHOODVRSHQLQJXSLQWHUHVWLQJTXHVWLRQVVXUURXQGLQJWKHUHODWLRQVKLSEHWZHHQ
3DULVLHQVLV,DQGWKHHDUO\(QJOLVKFROOHFWLRQV+RZHYHUIRUWKHFXUUHQWSXUSRVHWKHLPSRUWDQWSRLQWLVWKDWWKH
FKDSWHUEHJLQVZLWKDQLQVFULSWLRQWRWKHDUFKELVKRSRI<RUNVXJJHVWLQJWKDWWKHFRPSLOHURI:LJRUQLHQVLV
SHUFHLYHGLWDVDGHFUHWDOUDWKHUWKDQDVDPLVFHOODQ\FDQRQ 
69
 On Cantuariensis, see Duggan, Twelfth-Century Decretal Collections (see above, n. 14), pp. 162±71; the only 
two chapters which are not taken from recent papal decretals are Cant. 1.26, Videtur nobis, purporting to be a 
letter of an unidentifiable Pope Celestine to the bishop of Florence, and which ultimately formed part of both the 
Decretum as a palea at C. 34, q. 6, c. 2 and the Extra at 4.18.3, and Cant. 3.14, which is c. 1 from Alexander 
,,,¶V 1163 council at Tours, Maioribus ecclesie beneficiis, on which see also Robert Somerville, Pope Alexander 
III and the Council of Tours (1163) (Berkeley, 1977), p. 49 and for the canonistic transmission pp. 43±48. For 
the Appendix, see the vague analysis in Canones-Sammlungen, ed. Friedberg (see above, n. 16), pp. 63±84; 
3HWHU/DQGDX³6WXGLHQ]XU$SSHQGL[XQGGHQ*ORVVHQLQIUKHQV\VWHPDWLVFKHQ'HNUHWDOHQVDPPOXQJHQ´
Bulletin of Medieval Canon Law, n.s. 9 (1979), 1±21, at pp. 1±'XJJDQ³'HFUHWDO&ROOHFWLRQV´VHHDERYHQ
3), pp. 277±7KHFKDSWHUVLQTXHVWLRQDUH³,GHPH[FRQFLOLR$IULFDQR´³,GHP%HQHGLFWXVSDSD´
³,GHP*UHJRULXV´³,GHP-RKDQQHVSDSD´³,GHPH[UHJLVWUR*UHJRULL´³([GHFUHWLV
Gelasii pape cap´³,WHPJORULRVXV&OHPHQVLQOLE6WURPDWXP´³,WHP*UHJRULXV6\UDFXVDQR
HSLVFRSR´³,WHPSDSD/HRWHUWLXV´³,WHP*UHJRULXV$XJXVWLQR$QJORUXPHSLVFRSR´³,WHPH[
FRQFLOLR0DJXQWLHQVLFDSSULPR´³,WHP*UHJRULXV$XJXVWLQR$QJORUXPHSLVFRSR´³,GHPH[
FRQFLOLR7ULEXULHQVL´³,GHP*UHJRULXVXQLYHUVLVHSLVFRSLV´³([GHFUHWLV+RUPLVGHSDSH´ZLWKDQ
additional chapter given no inscription at 38.7, all available in Concilia omnia, tam generalia quam particularia 
>«@HG3LHUUH&UDEEHQGHGYROV&RORJQHDQGLQODWHUFROOHFWLRQVWR0DQVL 
70'LH&ROOHFWLR)UDQFRIXUWDQDHG/DQGDXDQG'URVVEDFKVHHDERYHQSDVVLP.XWWQHU5HSHUWRULXPVHH
DERYHQSS± 
71/HLS]LJ8QLYHUVLWlWVELEOLRWKHNIROV±VHHDOVR.XWWQHU5HSHUWRULXPVHHDERYHQS
4XLQTXH&RPSLODWLRQHVHG)ULHGEHUJVHHDERYHQSS± 
now lost, copy also existed in the sixteenth century; it was used mostly, if not exclusively, in 
England.72 In contrast, the most successful of the late-twelfth century collections, the 
Breviarium, used non-decretal material for a third of its contents yet survives in well over a 
hundred manuscripts.73 
The variety of locations for these later-twelfth century collections within their manuscripts 
has already been noted, particularly with reference to the English collections. For the 
primitive collections, the location of the collection changes between English material and that 
IURPWKHFRQWLQHQW7KHPDMRULW\RIWKHµ(QJOLVK¶GHFUHWDOFROOHFWLRQVDSSHDULQPDQXVFULSWV
which contain legalia or selections of material but not the Decretum. The Cantuariensis 
manuscript, for example, also contains an interesting ordo analysed by Fowler-Magerl. The 
exceptions are the Dunelmensis manuscript, which includes a copy of Gratian, and the 
Roffensis manuscript, where the collection falls after the Dekretabbreviatio of Omnebene.74 
,QFRQWUDVWDOOILYHRIWKHFROOHFWLRQVLQ+ROW]PDQQ¶Vµ,WDOLDQ¶JURXSDUHIRXQGLQHLWKHUDIXOO
or abbreviated Gratian manuscripts.75 Most of the Dekretanhänge are continental in origin 
and most of these contain a high proportion of earlier material: the majority of texts in the 
Dekretanhang of Heiligenkreuz, Stiftsbibliothek, 44 were not decretals.76 While in England, 
these collections may have been something else entirely, on the continent they were still 
viewed very much as the texts which wandered outside of Gratian. While Gratian remains the 
cut-off point, that seems to have been because of its general use rather than because there was 
a marked difference between the laws.  
,QIDFWWKHGLVWLQFWLRQEHWZHHQWKHµ(QJOLVK¶FROOHctions and those of the Continent carries 
RYHULQWRWKHVHQGHURIVRPHRIWKHOHWWHUV:KLOHDPDMRULW\RI$OH[DQGHU,,,¶VVXUYLYLQJ
decretals were sent to English recipients, the reverse is true of earlier papal letters. Individual 
                                                 
72$OWKRXJKWKH$SSHQGL[PDGHLWWR7RXUVZKHUHLWZDVXVHGLQWKHFRPSLODWLRQRI8U%DPEHUJHQVLV/DQGDX
³'LH(QWVWHKXQJ´VHHDERYHQSRQ$SSDQGWKHQSS±EXWVHH.XWWQHUDQG5DWKERQH
³$QJOR1RUPDQ&DQRQLVWV´VHHDERYHQSS±RQWKHXVHRIWKH$SSHQGL[VROHO\DPRQJVWWKH
$QJOR1RUPDQVFKRRORIFDQRQLVWV 
73*pUDUG)UDQVHQ³/DWUDGLWLRQPDQXVFULWHGHODµ&RPSLODWLR3ULPD¶´LQ3URFHHGLQJVRIWKH6HFRQG
,QWHUQDWLRQDO&RQJUHVVRI0HGLHYDO&DQRQ/DZ%RVWRQ&ROOHJH±$XJXVWHG6WHSKDQ.XWWQHUDQG-
-RVHSK5\DQ0,&6XEVLGLD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letters are not found infrequently in the early Dekretanhänge or the proto-collections, and 
these tend to be (although are not limited to) letters of Eugenius III and Adrian IV. Honorius 
,,¶VInherentes can be found at the end of a number of Decretum manuscripts, including in 
Verona, Biblioteca Capitolare, 184.77 All but one of the letters of Eugenius III to survive in 
the decretal collections were sent to continental recipients, and most of those were Italian.78 
A majority of the decretals of Adrian IV which entered the later-twelfth century collections 
had French recipients.79 The volume of decretals is a degree of magnitude lower, only 12 and 
10 compared to over 700 Alexandrine letters, but it is still a significant point especially given 
that, as yet, there is no satisfactory answer as to why England became such a hotspot for 
canon law in the twelfth century. Since Duggan was primarily interested in the role of the 
decretal collections in English history, it is unfair to criticize him for not looking at the 
continental collections, but his disinclination to examine that material does over-emphasise 
the role of the English collections at the expense of others which employed different sources. 
The point that I want to make here is that simply because the English material is so prevalent 
in the collections does not mean that only in England were recent papal decretals viewed as 
important legal texts, and in particular that England was not the only centre for engaging with 
and developing law in the period between 1140 and 1234. French and Italian clerics were 
also copying out letters sent to their territories too, albeit on a different scale. Equally, most 
of the Dekretanhänge identified by Kuttner seem to have non-English provenances. Troyes, 
Médiathèque du Grand Troyes, Fonds ancien 103, for example, has a handful of decretals in 
its flyleaves; the manuscript was probably Cistercian.80 Two of these, one sent to Reims and 
one sent to Sens, also appear at the end of Wigorniensis altera, the oldest extant collection 
according to Duggan.81 Elsewhere, the presence of a decretal sent to Treviso in the first 
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section of the tripartite Dunelmensis collection demonstrates that the interest in decretals was 
not the sole preserve of English clerics.82 It is one of only two Alexandrine texts in that first 
section, which otherwise strongly resembles a Dekretanhang of the type appended to 
Innsbruck 80.83 In fact, Holtzmann hypothesized that the entire first section of Dunelmensis 
was extra-English²most probably Italian²in origin, in part on the basis that the decretal to 
Treviso survives nowhere else. The most likely explanation for its inclusion in the Durham 
collection, whose later sections were heavily influenced by English material, is that it formed 
part of an Italian Dekretanhang that was later expanded somewhere in England, before 
making its way to Durham. 
IV. Conclusions 
A critical argument behind the compilation of the decretal collections is that they were 
gathered together because local clerics were increasingly focussed on new law. 
Unfortunately, while some clerics clearly did have such a focus, others looked elsewhere. 
Saying that the amount of earlier material in the late-twelfth century collections was lower 
because such a large proportion was included in Gratian is one thing and is most likely 
accurate; arguing that the decretal collections themselves were conscious choices to rely 
purely on recent papal precedent is another. For one thing, outside of Wigorniensis it is rarely 
true. Some clerics were explicitly against the widespread use of decretals, so it should come 
as no surprise that the canonical collections compiled in the later-twelfth century reflect their 
views as well as the perspectives of those who did prioritise decretals. Taking into account 
the earlier contents of the collections, or even just switching the emphasis of any statistical or 
numerical comparison, gives a different perspective on the role played by these later twelfth 
century collections in the legal environment of the later-twelfth century.  
By the time of the Liber extra in 1234, papal letters were of great importance in ecclesiastical 
government, while the study of and interaction with canon law was a sophisticated enterprise. 
Nevertheless, the collections that preceded the Extra ZHUHQRWSXUHO\µGHFUHWDO¶FROOHFWLRQV
and it makes more sense to consider them within the sphere of earlier collections of canon 
law rather than necessarily as a distinct and new creation, important purely because it 
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represented some thing novel. The two broadest areas here, which may help understand the 
importance of letters in the twelfth century, are research in the broader field of letter 
collections and the continued interest, amongst scholars of eleventh-century canon law, in the 
florilegia and farraginous collections which, in fact, the early decretal collections miMIC The 
distinctions between and within the decretal collections have helped scholars to understand 
the connections and differences between the collections. But the strict definitional archetype 
they perpetuate can veil the realities of late-twelfth century canon law. Regardless of where 
the collections originated, the most successful in the long-term were those which combined 
decretal and earlier material, particularly in the case of the Breviarium.  
In the later-WZHOIWKFHQWXU\µQHZODZ¶ZDVVRPHWKLQJWKDWZDVQRW\HWWDQJLEOHWKHUHZDVQR
Liber extra WRKROGXSDVDJROGVWDQGDUG8OWLPDWHO\IRUWKHUHWREHDµQHZODZ¶WKHROGKDG
to be widely accepted, a process which took decades. Understanding the contribution made 
by canonists later in the twelfth century to that process means going beyond the basic 
distinctions all too often drawn between terms and focussing as much on the continuities in 
legal practice and legal collections as on the differences that began to appear.  
